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Now all this experimenting is interesting enough as throwing
light on animal psychology. But it appears not to help us much
when we came to human learning. The animal learns thus
because he does not possess the intelligence to analyse the
situation. A human being who learnt habitually in that way
would properly be called stupid, and to encourage children so
to learn would be equivalent to the cultivation of stupidity.
All we can say is that there is a certain amount of the hit-or-
miss method of learning in most people's initial attempts.
This is true of swimming and skating, golfing and type-
writing, playing an instrument, and paddling a canoe. The
same may be true, not only of motor acts such as these, but
also of solving a geometrical problem or a crossword puzzle.
But the less use we make of the trial-and-error method, the
more pleased we are with ourselves, and rightly so. We prefer
to leave that method to animals, to very young children, and to
idiots and imbeciles.
One of the chief authorities has formulated, on the basis of
these experiments, certain laws of learning, of which the first
and foremost runs thus: "When a modifiable connection
between a situation and a response is made, and is accompanied
or followed by a satisfying state of affairs, that connection's
strength is increased; when made and accompanied or followed
by an annoying state of affairs, its strength is decreased.**1
No doubt this is true, and it is true in a wider sense than that
which is exemplified by the experiments. If, for example, one
says to a class of boys—"You know it is very important in
business to be quick and accurate at figures, so I'm going to
try you on six long division sums, all to be proved by multi-
plication," the probability is that, to say the least, a boy will
acquire no dislike for long sums on account of this exercise.
1 Thorndike, Educational Psychology, vol. 11. For an excellent
criticism of this writer's "behaviouristic" laws of learning, see B. H.
Bode's Conflicting Psychologies of Learning, ch. x. The validity of
Thorndike's conclusions has been called in question in E, S. Russell's
The Behaviour of Animals.

